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STATE OF ILLINOIS
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

On Its Own Motion
-VS-
No. 99-0282

TESTIMONY OF CALVIN MANSHIO
PARTNER
MANSHI WALILACE

Qualifications
Please state your name and business address.
Calvin Manshio, Manshio & Wallace, 4753 North Broadway Avenue, Suite 732, Chicago,

Illinois 60640.

Please describe your education and professional background.

I am a partner in the law firm of Manshio & Wallace and have taught administrative law as
a member of the adjunct faculty at John Marshall Law School in Chicago. I— graduated
from the University of Illinois in Chicago in 1971 with a Bachelor of Arts degree in
history. I received my law degree from John Marshall Law School in 1979. 1 served as a

member of the Illinois Commerce Commission from 1985-1992.
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Purpose
What is the purpose of your testimony?
The purpose of my testimony is to propose a framework for the Commission to evaluate
the notice Commonwealth Edison Company ("ComEd") has submitted under Section 16-
111(g) of the Electric Service Customer Choice and Rate Relief Law of 1997, P.A.
90-561 (referred to herein as the "Customer Choice Act" or "1997 Amendments") 220
ILCS 5/16-111(g). 1discuss general propositions concerning the scope and nature of the
Commission's authority. I also discuss how the Customer Choice Act focused the scope
of the Commission's review of electric utility asset sales such as the ComEd fossil plant

sale.

Overall Summary

Please describe your understanding of the Commission's responsibilities under

Section 16-111(g)?

Section 16-111(g) provides a streamlined procedure under which a utility may obtain
approval to engage in certain transactions including, as here, the sale of generating assets
and the execution of related agreements. Under this new procedure, instead of filing a
petition requesting approval of a proposed transaction, a utility need only submit a notice
to the Commission including specified information, such as the means by which the utility
will meet its service obligations after the transaction. The Commission must then decide,

within thirty days of the notice, if it wishes to investigate the proposed transaction. If an
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investigation is undertaken, the Commission must enter an order within ninety days after
the date the utility submitted its notice. The Commission may prohibit a proposed
transaction only if it finds (i) that the proposed transaction would render the utility unable
to provide tariffed service in a safe and reliable manner, or (ii) that there is a "strong
likelihood" that consummation of the proposed transaction would result in the utility being
entitled to a rate increase prior to January 1, 2005. Intervention in such a proceeding is
limited to parties with a direct interest in the transaction and statutory consumer

protection agencies.

Once the Commission has initiated a hearing, what issues can be raised?

Because the Commission may prohibit a transaction within the scope of Section 16-111(g)
only under the two circumstances I identified above, these are the only issues which
should be considered at such a hearing. Consideration of any other issue would be beyond
the scope of the issues the General Assembly has directed the Commission to consider in a

hearing held under Section 16-111(g).

At a hearing held under Section 16-111(g), should the Commission require the utility to
present any specific type of evidence in support of the transaction?

No. To the contrary, any party who opposes the sale should be required to prove that the
sale should not be allowed because it will result in one of the specified conditions.

Although not explicitly stated in the Act, this conclusion is evident from the language of



10

11

12

13

14 IV.

15 Q.
16
17 A
18
19
20

21

ComEd Ex. 5.0
Page 4 of 15

Section 16-111(g). First, if the utility had been required to submit specific evidence, one
would expect that the Commission would be required to hold a hearing every time a utility
issued a notice. However, as explained above, the Act does not require the Commission
to hold a hearing on every notice, but instead allows the transaction simply to be approved

if the Commission does not take any action within 30 days of the utility's filing.

Second, the language of the Section is phrased in terms of whether the Commission will
prohibit the transaction, not whether it will be approved, suggesting that affirmative proof
must be introduced by parties opposing the sale to demonstrate why the transaction should
not be allowed to proceed. Under Section 16-111(g), the presumption is that asset sale
transactions will be allowed to proceed unless the parties opposing the sale make a

sufficient showing.

neral Nature of Commission Authori
How important is the legislative framework in reaching decisions under the Public Utilities
Act?
Administrative agencies, like the Commission, are created by legislatures to regulate
certain activities and industries. Absent enabling legislation, such as the Illinois Public
Utilities Act ("PUA"), 220 ILCS 5/1-101 et seq., the Commission has no substantive
power. The Commission is acting for the General Assembly. The power the Commission

exercises, and the decisions it makes, must be based upon authority delegated to it by the
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General Assembly through the PUA. This delegation principle has been recognized by the

courts in reviewing Commission and other administrative decisions.

Can you provide an example of where an Illinois court has recognized the delegation
principle?
Yes. In Illinois Power Co. v. Illinois Commerce Commission, 111 Il 2d 505 (1986), the
Illinois Supreme Court, in deciding the scope of the Commission's discretion in
determining the public convenience under the PUA, cited its prior decisions and reaffirmed
that:

The Commerce Commission, "because it is a creature of the

legislature, derives its power and authority solely from the statute
creating it, and its acts or orders which are beyond the purview of

the statute are void." (City of Chicago v. Illinois Commerce
Commission, 79 Ill. 2d 213, 217-218 (1980), citing People ex rel.

Illinois Highway Transportation Co. v. Biggs, 402 Ill. 401, 409

(1949)).
Id. at 510. Similarly, in Commonwealth Edison Co. v. Illinois Commerce Commission,
181 Ill. App. 3d 1002, 1008 (2d Dist. 1989), the Appellate Court reversed the
Commission's denial of a land sale because the Commission exceeded its statutory

authority when it inquired into the environmental impact of the residential development on

the fen (wetland area).

What other laws impact the Commission?
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The Commission is bound by both substantive and procedural laws. In addition to the
PUA, the Commission draws substantive authority from several other laws: the Illinois
Commercial Transportation Law, the Electrical Suppliers Act, the Pipeline Safety Act and
the Emergency Telephone Act. These laws provide a grant of authority from the General
Assembly to the Commission to exercise substantive substantive powers in regulating

certain designated industries.

The Commission is also bound by certain procedural laws that direct how decisions are to
be made, how meetings are to be conducted, and what information should be available to
the public. These procedural laws, such as the Administrative Procedure Act, the Open
Meetings Act and the Freedom of Information Act, govern the administrative process by

which the Commission reaches decisions and maintains information.

How do substantive and procedural laws affect the Commission's authority over
proceedings?

As an administrative agency, the Commission's authority over regulated industries is
limited by authorizing statutes. Similarly, procedural laws impose further restraints upon
how the Commission reaches its substantive decisions. Simply put, the Commission
cannot do what it has not been authorized to do by the General Assembly nor can it reach

decisions outside of established procedural parameters. Together, these substantive and
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procedural laws provide a framework by which the Commission operates and makes

decisions.

f the Commission's Authority Under Section 16-111
In Section 16-111(g), has the General Assembly delegated to the Commission authority
over proposed sales of assets?
Yes. In Section 16-111(g), the General Assembly gave the Commission authority over
proposed asset sales during the so-called "mandatory transition period," and also placed
limitations on the Commission's consideration of certain transactions including the sale of
assets by an electric utility -- such as the plant sales contemplated here -- and the review of

related agreements with the transferee.

Has the Customer Choice Act changed both the substantive and procedural aspects of the
Commission's review of plant sales?

Yes. Although the PUA formerly provided the Commission with considerable discretion
in developing its expertise to deal with issues under the Act, the Customer Choice Act
lessens certain Commission responsibilities for electric utilities during the mandatory

transition period. This is especially true with regard to review of asset sales.

Before enactment of the Customer Choice Act, asset sale cases were governed by Section

7-102 of the PUA, which gave the Commission broad discretion in determining whether
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assets should be sold from rate base based upon the balancing of competing shareholder
and ratepayer interests. Under Section 7-102, the relevant standard for determining
whether the Commission would approve an asset sale was whether the "public will be
convenienced thereby." That statute, however, did not require that the Commission
examine any specific factors in determining whether this standard was satisfied. As a
result, the Commission, in such cases as its investigation of asset sales involving ComEd's
Kincaid and State Line generating stations in Dockets 96-0245 and 96-0248 (March 31,
1997), and in its investigation of Illinois Power's sale of assets in Docket 93-0039 (May
19, 1993), was able to consider a wide variety of issues in determining whether to approve
asset sales. Moreover, under Section 7-102, intervention was not limited as it is under the
Customer Choice Act and no requirement was imposed that the Commission decide the

case within a specified time.

By contrast, in Section 16-111(g), the General Assembly has established an alternative
decision-making mechanism for asset sales and transfers during the mandatory transition
period. The Commission is specifically directed to focus on two issues: the ability to
provide tariffed service reliably and safely and the possible need for a rate increase during
the mandatory transition period. Intervention is limited to parties with a direct interest in
the transaction and statutory consumer protection agencies, and if a hearing is held, an
order must be entered within ninety days of the date on which the electric utility files its

initial notice of the transaction.
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Do these substantive and procedural changes suggest anything else about the intent of the
legislature in enacting the Customer Choice Act?
Yes. Legislative bodies are deemed to act with knowledge of existing legislation when
they enact new provisions into law. Accordingly, when a new statutory provision is
enacted, its enactment indicates that its pl;rpose was not fulfilled by previously existing
law. Inre Prior, 176 B.R. 485 (S.D. Ill. 1995). Therefore, for the Commission to ignore
Section 16-111(g) and apply another section of the PUA, such as Section 7-102, would be
effectively to render Section 16-111(g) a nullity and thereby ignore the General

Assembly's intent in enacting that Section.

Has the Commission itself recognized this limitation on its authority to review plant sales?
Yes, it has done so, in a Report to the General Assembly on Senate Bill 55, the precursor
to HB 362 which eventually became PA. 90-561, the Customer Choice Act. In discussing
Section 16-111(g), the Commission noted that:

Other transactions during the mandatory transition period. From
the effective date of the bill through January 1, 2005, a utility may,
under Section 16-111(g), implement a reorganization other than a
merger, retire generating plants from service, transfer utility assets
to an affiliated or unaffiliated entity and as a part of such
transaction enter into power purchase agreements, service
agreements, or other agreements with the transferee, and use any
accelerated cost recovery method including recording reductions to
the original costs of its assets. The only Commission approval
required for any of these transactions is that if generation,
transmission, or distribution assets in excess of certain stated
thresholds are transferred, the Commission may hold a 90-day
proceeding after notice and hearing and prohibit the proposed
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transaction if it finds that the transaction will render the utility
unable to provide its tariffed services in a safe and reliable manner,
or that there is a strong likelihood that the transaction will result in
the utility being entitled to seek a rate increase during the
mandatory transition period under Section 16-111(d).

Report to the Senate President by the Illinois Commerce
Commuission: Analysis of Electric Restructuring with Particular
Emphasis on Senate Bill 55, August 15, 1997, p. 45.

The Customer Choice Act did not change the language of Senate Bill 55, which the
Commission recognized limited its jurisdiction as set forth in its Report to the Senate
President. Since no changes were made in the language even though the General
Assembly was made aware of the Commission's position, it is clear that the General

Assembly intended this result.

Would it be proper for the Commission to expand the nature of Section 16-111(g)
proceedings, on grounds that it has expertise with respect to such transactions, and engage
in the kind of broad review and balancing that it performed in the past?

No. When the Legislature confers powers and authority upon an agency, such as the
Commission, certain legal parameters are created. These parameters are based upon the
Legislature's determination of facts, compromises among various parties, and the
lawmakers' intended result. As the Illinois Supreme Court recently stated: The
fundamental rule of, and indeed purpose for, statutory construction is to ascertain and give
effect to the intent of the legislature. City of Chicago v. Morales, 177 Ill. 2d 440, 448

(1997), cert. granted, --- U.S. ---, 118 S.Ct. 1510 (1998). The result is that regulators
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should not substitute their judgment for that of the legislature. As the Court also stated,
"the best way to determine what the legislature intended is to read the statute that it
enacted." See Paris v. Feder, 179 I1l. 2d 173 (1997). Here, the statute is clear: the
Commission is to focus on two specific issues, not to make wide-ranging inquiries into the
"public interest." And the fact that the statute limits intervention and the time for hearing
further demonstrates that balancing competing interests is no longer a task for the
Commission in reviewing asset sales. In the Customer Choice Act, the General Assembly

has already struck that balance.

Please describe generally the balance that the General Assembly struck in the Customer
Choice Act.

The General Assembly provided substantial benefits to customers and other groups in
return for the more narrow scope of Commission review to which certain utility actions --
such as asset sales -- were subjected. The overall benefit, of course, was the facilitation of
transition to a competitive electricity market, which is expected to have long-term and
general benefits for consumers. In addition, immediate and specific benefits provided to
customers as part of this legislative balancing include: the ability to choose alternative
electric suppliers;, an immediate 15% and a subsequent additional 5% reduction in
residential retail customer rates (Section 16-111(b)); restrictions on meter requirements
(Section 16-124); a mandate that the Commission implement and maintain consumer

education programs (Section 16-117); ensuring access to customer information (Section



10
11
12
13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20

21

ComEd Ex. 5.0
Page 12 of 15

16-122) and establishment of customer information centers for both electric utilities and

alternative retail electric suppliers (Section 16-123).

Section 16-128 relates to utility employees and subsections (c) and (d) specifically address
the rights of utility employees in a change of ownership situation during the mandatory
transition period. Section 16-125 sets forth extensive requirements relating to

transmission and distribution reliability.

In the Act as a whole, the General Assembly balanced the various utility and consumer

interests and made decisions on what it deemed was important and what wasn't.

You have mentioned the importance of giving effect to legislative intent. Based upon your
review of Section 16-111(g), what do you believe the General Assembly intended?

Section 16-111(g) specifically focuses, and thereby imposes limitations on, the
Commission's review of sales or transfers of assets by electric utilities and related
agreements during the mandatory transition period. What is clear from the overall
language of the Customer Choice Act is that the General Assembly wanted electric utilities
to concentrate on developing business plans to prepare for competition. One of the ways
it sought to achieve this goal was to focus the scope of the Commission's review of
transfers of assets. The legislature realized that it could not mandate competition and that

the Commission could not compel change. The cooperation and assistance of utilities
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would be necessary to allow for the transition to a competitive market, and those
companies needed more latitude in making and implementing business decisions.
Accordingly, the General Assembly concluded that the use of traditional regulatory tools
and procedures would defeat the purpose of the Customer Choice Act and delay or
obstruct the expected results during the mandatory transition period. In this regard, the
Commission should heed the observation by U.S. House Speaker J. Dennis Hastert (Il1.),
who recently (and disapprovingly) described another administrative agency's
implementation of a new Act as a "classic example of an agency that, when presented with
a choice as to whether to regulate or not regulate, the institutional inclination seems to be
to choose the former course." The Commission should adhere to the different role
envisioned by the General Assembly under the Customer Choice Act in implementing

Section 16-111(g).

Has the Commission previously undertaken any regulatory changes based on changes in
legislation?

Yes. Changes in transportation laws have led the Commission to modify its scope of
review for motor carrier certificate cases and changes in telecommunications laws have led
to the Commission undertaking arbitration proceedings. When laws change, the

Commission has modified its practices to reflect the current state of regulation.
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Earlier you mentioned that facilitation of competition was one of the important benefits of
the Act. Based upon your experience with the electricity market in Illinois, do you have
an opinion whether ComEd's proposed sale will facilitate competition?

Yes, I do. In my opinion, this transaction will facilitate competition because it will create
another source of generation capacity, which in and of itself will promote competition.
The sale of ComEd's fossil plants to a major generation provider should also encourage
new providers to enter the market because it demonstrates that ComEd will not seek to
maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the Chicago area. My
opinion is also based on the fact that many of ComEd's customers and the National Energy
Marketers Association ("NEMA") also believe the proposed sale will facilitate
competition. Since the announcement of the fossil plant sale, a number of ComEd's
customers and NEMA have written to express their approval of the sale and to express
their belief that the sale will promote competition and enhance the State's efforts to bring
about customer choice while still providing reasonable assurances that reliability will be
maintained. I have reviewed a number of such letters from ComEd's electric customers
supporting the proposed asset sale, including ones from manufacturers, retailers, real
estate managers/owners, and other large energy users. I have attached as Exhibit 5.1 a

copy of the letters which I have reviewed.

Conclusion

Can you summarize your conclusions?
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The Commission is bound by the delegation of authority granted to it, and may not exceed
that delegation. Where, as here, the Commission decides to hold a hearing under Section
16-111(g), it must accept the framework provided in Section 16-111(g) and limit its
review to the impact of the transaction on safe and reliable tariffed services or the
likelihood that a proposed transaction will result in the utility becoming entitled to seek an

increase in base rates during the mandatory transition period as a result of the transaction.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes.
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NATIONAL 3120 N Sireen Nomhuwest
ENERGY i
MARKETERS _ Surz 338
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March 235, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, Illinois 60690-0767

Re: Sale of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

As you know, National Energy Marketers Association (NEMA) is an organization,
which includes real and potential alternative energy providers in Illinois. NEMA
supports the State’s efforts to bring choice and open access to electric generation
customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative
generation providers will benefit all electricity customers in Illinois and will
promote economic growth and development within the State.

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will result in another
potential generation provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will
enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer choice while providing
reasonable assurances that reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a
large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the
sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area, which should encourage yet
additional potential providers that there will be real competition in Illinois.
Accordingly, the sale indicates to us that there will, in fact, be true competition in
Illinois and we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

/ ery g}y yours,

Crafg Gogdmian
President

E-mail: cgoodman@bellatlantic.net
hetp 7 whaw energymarketers.com
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A \ CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60601

WIRTZ REALTY CORPORATION TELEP-CNE

AT o {312}725-83323
Aprii 6, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer

Commonwealth Edison Company

P.O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767 Re: Sale of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addcition, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a swong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole ge=neration

provider in the greater Chicago arsa. This will encourage additional potential providers that
there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and development
within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice, and in our opinion, reliability was a key ingredient in this
agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Sincerely,
333 BUILDING CORPORATION
Wirtz Realty Corporation, Agents

(Ul [ W .us
William B. Weitzel
Building Manager

(WirtizZRE@mcs.net)
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April 12, 1599

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officar
Commonweaith Ediscn Company

P.O. Rox 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

Dear Mr. Rowe:
Re:  Sale of Generating Stations

It has come 1o our attention that ComEd fs in the process of selling its fossil-fuelec
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish ancther major
generation provider in lllinois, will promote competition and will erhance the Stzta’s =25
to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurancs that reliatility will te
maintained. In addition, by selling a large porton of its generating capadty, ComeEe is
sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not seek to maintain i<s
historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This will
encourage additional potential providers that there will be real competition in inois.

We support the State's efforts to bring customer choice and cpen access to elecTic
generation customers in lllinois. We believe that choice of and access to altemative
generation providers will benefit businesses in lilinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that relizbilizy is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and, in our cpinion,
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we sugport the sale <f
ComeEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very Tuly yours,

Daniel J. Skarzynski

Production Control and Compliance Manager

DJis/af

AloRame inc. 400 Stata Stroet Tol: (708) 7540111 o
ze'd 95:81 66-T1-b0 ZR28295518  :°ON Xui A aa y -

________
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7300 SOUTH NARRAGANSET T - BEDFORD PARK, ILLINCIS 628238

PHONE 708-563-17C0 - FAX 7C8-383-1742

April ¢, 1998

M. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President, and
Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

hicago, Illinois 606G0-0767

(@]

Pe : Sales of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComiId is in the oro
selling its fossil-fueled generating stations. We bel
this sale, which will establish another major generat
in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhanc
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State's effort to bring about customer choice while ps
reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintain
addition, by selling a large portion of its generating capacity.
ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers
that will not seek to maintain its historical positicn &s the
sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This wi
encourage additional potential providers that there will be -
competition in Illinois.

L
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We support the State's effort to bring customer choice and 0O
access to electric generation customers in Illinois. We be
that chcice of, and access to, alternative generation prov
will benefit businesses in Illincis and will help promote
economic growth and development within the State. It 1is
important, however, that raliabilityv is maintained during t
transition to open access and custcmer choice, and in cur 2
reliability was a kKey ingradient in this agreement. Accordin
we suppcrt the sale of ComEd's fossil-fueled generatinz
stations.

N

Very truly vourns,

Lavlance J/ Svabek
Vice- President
~

e . . . .
APCHER WIRE INTERNATIONAL CORP.

CO =
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Apni! 26,1999

Mr. John W, Rowe

Chairman. President, and

Chie? Exacutive Otficer
Commonwzalth Edison Company
P.O. Box 7587

Chicayo, lliinois 60650-0767

m

Rz: Generaton Sale

Dear Mr. Rowe,

It has come to my atention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating stations.
believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in Iilinots, will promote
competition. Also, this will enhance the state’s efforts to bring about custorner chioice while providing
reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. [n addition, by selling a large portion of its
generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not seek w©
maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This wiil
encourage additional potential providers that there will be real competition n Illinots.

<i
o

We support the state’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access 1o electic generation customers i
[llinois. We believe that choice of and access to alternative generation providers will benefir businesses in
[llinois and will help promote economic growth and development within the state. It is important however,
that reliabiliry is maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice and in our opinior,
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-

fueled generating stations.

AR

Natonal Energy Manager

Sincerely,

Lawrenca S. Fichuk

Blockbusizr, Inc.

LSFsln

Raraissance Tower« 1201 T'm Straat e Daltag TA 737775-21082 « Bhrra D12, 2322000
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Aprl 21, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairmar, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

Re. Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
Dlinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In additon, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there
will be real competition in Olinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and development within
the State. It is important, however, that reiiability is maintained during the transition to open
access and customer choice, and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement.
Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly yours,

Az

Daniel Paterra
Plant Manager

DP:gr
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CNA

CNA Plaza 10 North Chicago Il 60685-COC1 Thomas E. Poricki

Cirecicr Corcerate =22/ Z302:2

Corzerz:e Seruces

.........

Talecrcre

31Z2-222-157
L N Facsimie 312-2°7-7
Aprit 22, 1999 Pager g
PIN Numzcer 186277
Mr John Rowe Internet nemzs.zericKiZzacom

Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company

P.O. Box 757

Chicago, lliinois 60690-0767

Sale of Fossil Fuel Plants

Dear Mr. Rowe:

| have read all of the press releases pertinent to the propcsed sale of the six coal fired generating
plants and nine peaking plants currently owned by Unicom. The benefits appear to be favorzble
for both Unicom as well as its customers. As a large consumption customer of Commecnwealtn

Edison we support this endeavor and the post sale activities some of the sales proceeds ars
targeted for.

Sincerely,

sl —

cc: Will F. Washington, Commonwealith Edison Company - Oakbrook
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THE COBRIDGE COMPRVES

Builders of Cambridge & Lexington Homes

March 31, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, [llinois 60690-0767

Dear Mr. Rowe: .

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addition, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that
there will be real competition in [llinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and development
within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this
agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generation stations.

Very truly yours,

3D\ e |

John J. Scapin
Vice President Land Development

cc: WM. Griffin
L.D. Johnson

JJS/mm
H:SHARED\Land_DeveiopmentMISC\434 [ .wpd

THE CA\MBRIDGE CoMPANES
A00 South Milsgunee Avenae, Suite 230, Libertvuile, Hlinms M048




Citicorp North America, Inc.
Corporate Realty Services

Citicorp Center
300 West Muadison Streer

Cincugn. (L 60661-2391

April 21, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Otficer
Commonweaith Edison Company
P O Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

RE: Sale of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe,

It has come to our antention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fusled generating stations. W
believe that his sale, which will establish another major zenerztion provider in [linois. will promote
competition and enhance the State’s efforts t¢ bring about customer choice while maintaining r2asonzdie
assurance for reliability. In addition. by seiling 4 iarge poruon of its gznerating capacity. ComZd is
sending a strong signal to other poteatial providers that ir will not s22k to main:ain its historical positicn as
the sole generation provider in the graater Chicago area. This can only encourage additional compet:tion
by other potential providers.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access 1o eleciric generation customers in
Itlinois. We believe that choice of. and access to. alternative generatica providers will benefir cusinesses o
[llinois, and will help promote economic growth within the Statz. [t is important, hewever, that relizziiiny
be maintained during the transition , 2nd in our opinion, reliability was a k2v ingredient in this agresmant
Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled gensrazing stations.

Sincerely,

-

7). Henry ——

Vice President,
Asset Manager

ComEd Ex. 5.1
Page 9 of 27



ComEd Ex. 5.1

-
)
rr
] "‘
r:;.\ ®
:J
wie
1
R‘!':ﬂ
H

b, Page 10 of 27

April 7. 1999

Mr. Joha W, Rowe

Chairman President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Rex 767

Chicago, lllinois 60650-0767

Re: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe,

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of szlling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We beheve that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
[llinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s effor:s to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addition by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that will not sesk to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that
there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the States efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to alternative gzneration providers
will benefit business in [llinois and will help promote economic growth and development within
the State. It is important however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to open
access and customer choice, and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement.
Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly vours,

Uﬁ"/;w / <ﬁ CC[«« —

% oL o
////6:/47._/-4/ AL ///(?/7:./.‘:’5%0»

Y.

EXECUTIVE OFFICES

333 NORTHWEST AVENUE Oroduced O RELH

RN

NORTHLAKE, ILLINOIS 60164-1696 i SUb BASE e

(708) 562-1000
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DRAPER AND KRAMER | el

April 5, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company

P. 0. Box 767

Chicago, lllinois 60690-0767

RE: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major
generation provider in [llinots, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater

Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there will be real
competition in Illinois.

We support the State's efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric
generation customers in lllinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative
generation providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. According, we support the sale of
ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Sincerely,

DRAPER R, INCORPORATED

s

,Id/ _Bieg, CPM
‘Adsistant Vice President
and General Manager

cc: Mary Ann Emmons

N satenr O3t
TEL: 512 537-1330 TEL L2 33Tl

FAN: 312 537-424n FANI 5123370228
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April 23. 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Execurtive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

MNoar Afe D aweas
poa <.

- -~
“a A¥aL . ANV YV

Re:  Sale of Generating Stations

[t has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale. which will establish another major
generation provider in [llinois. will promote competition and will enhance the State’s
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition. by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater
Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there will be real
competition in Illinois.

We support the States efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric

- generation providers in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative

generation providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
maintained during the trarsition to open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of

[ Tl e Coy e 1ol e e c vt~ pbmal -
Comed’s fossii-fucied gencrating staticas.

Sincerely,

Rick L. Lelli
Vice President Operations

1137 West lacksan Boui2vard ji.(cgo HADST 11 48700 her 117 24245504
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First Group

March 30, 1999

Mr. John W, Rowe

Chairman. President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

} Chicago. IL 60690-0767

Dear Mr. Rowe:

[t has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fuelec generaung
stations. We believe that this sale. which will establish another major generation provider in

] [llinois. will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addizion. by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal t0 other

] potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that

l there will be real competition in [llinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access 1o electric generation
customers in [llinois. We believe that choice of. and access to. alternative generation providers
I will benefit businesses in Illinots and will help promote economic growth and development
within the State. Itis important. however. that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice. and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this
l agresment. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

l Sincerely.
FIRST ROCKFORD GROUP. INC.

| * Sunil Puri. President -
SP:jls

cc: Vicki L. DeGrave. Account Manager
William M. Griffin. Mid-Business Manager

I 6885 Vistagreen Way - Rockford [IITOEIM 61107 - 813 229 3000 - Fax 229 300t

("1}
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FOOTE-JONES/iLLINOIS GEAR

DIVISION OF REGAL-BELOIT CORPORATION o POWER TRANSMISSICN GRCUP
2102 NORTH NATCHEZ AVENUE o CHICAGO, IL 62707 « 773/422-8CC0 o FAX. 7736223175

April 9, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

RE: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State's efforts to bring about cusiomer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addition, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to othar
potential providers that it will not sesk to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that
there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State's efforts to bring customer choice and open access 10 electric generation
customers in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and development
within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd's fossil-fueled
generating stations.

Very truly yours, -

—~—~Louis W. Ertel

Vice President/General Manager

TQLChYy Power Transmussion BroQues v Arsesan Tome e
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Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and Chief Execuuve Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company

P.O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

April 6, 1999
Dear Mr. Rowe,

The proposed sale of ComEd fossii-fueled generating stations can establish additional major
electricity generators in Illinois, promote competition, and increase the consumer’s future
options for choosing the most reliable and cost efficient electricity generator.

We support public and private efforts to provide greater customer choice of electicity

generation in Illinois. Additional generating companies will benefit lllinois’ consumers and help
promote economic growth and development in those areas where electricity is generated and
transmitted most efficiently to the users. It is also important that service reliability be maintained
during the transition to open access and customer choice. It is a key part of the agreement.

A major area of concern in the land development and home building industries is the future of
efficient and timely installation of subdivision service and individual dwelling unit service for
those consumers who in the future will have a number of generating companies from which to
choose. We see no reason for these service levels to be affected by this sale and expect Com Ed
to maintain the high levels of service currently provided to new home buyers.

Smcerely,
oy ) Bosiins

Denms 1. Swe e
Executive Vice President
Home Builders Association of Rockford

831 N. LONGWOOD, SUITz L02 « ROCKFORD, ILLINOIS 81107-421Q » 815/862-1148 « FAX 813/

m
O
N
N
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“Breaking New Ground Everyday”

A. M. (B0B) WRIGHT
prasigent/C.0.0.

6 April, 1999

\ir. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.0O. Box 767

Chicago, Illinois 60650-0767

Re: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

[t has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating stations. We
believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in Illinois, will promote
competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable
assurance that reliability will be maintined. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a swong signal to other potential providers that it will not seck to maintain it
historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage
additional potential providers that there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access 10 electric generation Customers i
Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access 1. alternative generation providers will benefit businesses in
Tllinois and will help promote economic growth and development within the State. It is important. however.
that reliability is maintained during the transition to Open access and cusiomer choice. and in our opinion

reliability was a key ingredient in this agresment. Accordingly, we supgort the sale of ComEd’s fossii-
fueled generating stations.

Sincerely,

ﬁﬁght
PresidentvC.0.0.

INGERSOLL PRODUCTS
1000 West 120th Sireet,  Chucaga. Hiinais §0643-5538  Phone: (773) 252.7800  FAX: (773) 254-7737
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KROPP FORGE

April 6, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O.Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

KE: Sale ot Generating Stattons
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossii-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale. which will astablish another major
generation provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the Statz
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater
Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that will be real
competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric
generation customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access 1o, alternative
generation providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
mamtamed during the transition to open access and customer choice, and in our Omeon
reliadilily wds a Key mgremem 1N this agreeinent. r\\,LOfublwly, we support e sale of
ComkEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly yours,

COTSEAe '

Andrew R. Piasecki
Chief Financial Officer
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April 9, 1999
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John W. Rowe Chairman

President and Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
D0 Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767
Dear Mr. Rowe:

[t has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fuelec generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation srovider in
[llinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring abou: cusiomsr
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. [z 2ddizion, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity. ComEd is sending a strong signal 10 other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as tie scie ganeration
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that
there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and deveiopment
within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice, and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this
agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComFd’s fossil-fueled generaring srarions.

Sincerely,

Craig Hall
CH:ses

¢ Vicki L. DeGrave, Account Manager
William M. Griffin. Mid-Business Manager




ComEd Ex. 5.1
y— Page 19 of 27

@ L oretto
Hinltal _c23Seumn Cemrrat Avenus - Chigogs. wnes 2las el 720 222-8807 e FT TTI 2ZzeIs

April 253, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President & Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company

Post Office Box 767

Chicago, Illinots 60690-0767

RE: SALE OF GENERATING STATIONS

Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major
generation provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater
Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there will be real
competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access 10 electric
generation customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability 1s
maintained during the transition 1o open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of
ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly your,

- % y //" y ]
_;/}w,,/:c_ [/ /T‘ /./J\.UZ/‘
Frank O. Haehnel

Director of Plant Operations

FOH/bjh

Comumutted to Your Good Health



p— ComEd Ex. 5.1
Page 20 of 27
MERCHANDISE MART PROPERTIES. INC.
Sutte 473 The Merchandise Mars 200 Warid Trade Center Chuicago, Chicage il 2de3
Teleohone: 31103174141 Fax 3410 3I7-TTsL
THOMAS M. KENNEDY .-\pril 19. 1999

Executive Vice President
Chief Operaung Ofiicer

Mr. John W. Rowe
Chairman. President and

Chief Execurtive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767
Chicago, Illinois 60690-0767

Re:  Sale of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

We understand that Com Ed is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating stations.
We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in Illinots.
will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about customer choice.
In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating capacitv. ComEd is sending a strong
signal to other potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the
sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. We hope this will encourage real
competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access [0 electric generation
customners in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to. reliable alternative generation
providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and
development within the State. It is important, however. that reliability is maintained during the
transition to open access, and in our opinion. reliability is a kev ingredient in this agreement.
Assuming reliability can be maintained. we support the sale of ComEd’s fossii-tueled
generating stations.

Sincerely.

-
1,1 {
////774//4?”/ e e
SN ,
Thomas M. Kennedy ’

TMK/tar

Managers of
The Merchandise Mars The Chicago Apparel Center  Merchandise Mar: SxpoCenter™
The Washungron Design Center The Washungron Office Cencer
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Pulte Home Corporation

April 3, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, lllinois 60690-0767

Re: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation
provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring
about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be
maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is
sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its
historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This will
encourage additional potential providers that there will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric
generation customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative
ceneration providers will benefit businesses in [llinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of
ComkEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly vours,

lflinois Division, 2500 W. Higgins Road, Suite 770, Hoffman Estates, lllinois €0195, 847/843-03CC
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NMroJohin W Rowe

Charrman. President and Cluet Exceutne Otticer
Commonnealth Edison Companm

PO Bon 767

Chicago. 1L 60690-0767

[§5]

~inc

Dear M Rowe
Re Sale of Generaning Stations

It has come to our attention that ComEd 1s in the process of sclling 1ts fussil-fucled generating
stanons W behieve that thus sale. which will establish another maior yeneration provicer m
Hlinows. will promote competiion and will enhance the State’s efforts to bring about custemcr
chotee while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be mameainea. In addizon. by
sclimg a large portion of its gencrating capacity. ComEd is sending a sirong signal to otaer
potential providers that it will not scok to maintain its historical position as the solc generation
provider in the greater Chicago arca. This will encourage additional potential pros iders that there
will be real competition in Hlinots

We support the State’s cfforts to bring customer choice and open access to clectric gencration
customers in Hlinois. We believe that choice of and access to altermative gcneration providers will
benefit businesses in [linois and wiil help promote cconomic growth and development with the
State. It is important. however. that rehability is maintained during the transition to OpCn ACTLSS
and customer choice. and. in our opinion. reliability was a key mgredient in the agreement.
Accordingls . we support the sale of ComEd's fossil-fucled gencrating stations.

Ven truby vours.
THE RED WING COMPANY. INC.

/%/Tﬁ/r Q/\é}"‘
7

Wavne Arndt ’
Plant Enginecr

WAldd

;e Guy Grimuner

118 lowa Avenue ¢ Streator, L 61364 © (813) 672-3127 « Fax (813) 672-327

L
O
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MICHIGAN CITY. INDIANA 28380
(219) 872-703Q

April 19, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company

pP.O. Box 767

Chicago, L 60690-0767

Subject: Sales of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling #ts fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale. which will establish another major generation provider in
{llinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State's efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addition, by
selling a large portion of its generating capability, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the grater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there
will be real competition in illinois.

We support the State's efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in lllinois. We believe that choice of and access to alternative generation providers will
penefit businesses in lllinois and will help promote economic growth and development within the
State. It is important, however, that reliabiifty is maintained during the transition to open access
and customer choice, and, in our opinion, reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement.
Azcerdingly, we supoort the sate of ComEd's fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very tr}le yours,

7 ./ n 7/

4 i . P r -
Christopher D. Moore
Operations Manager

CELEBRATING

YEARS OF SERVICE
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April 7, 1999

Mr. John W. Rowe

Chairman, President and C.E.O.
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.0O. Box 767

Chicago, IL 60690-0767

Dear Mr. Rowe,

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled generating
stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major generation provider in
[llinois, will promote competition and will enhance the States's efforts to bring about customer
choice while providing reasonable assurance that reliability will be maintained. In addition, by
selling a large portion of its generating capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other
potential providers that it will not seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation
provider in the greater Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there
will be real competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric generation
customers in [llinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative generation providers
will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic growth and development
within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is maintained during the transition to
open access and customer choice, and in our opinion reliability was a key ingredient in this
agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Sincerely,

SHO-DEEN, INC.

David A. Patzzlt
Vice President of Development

DAP/ks

cc: Vicki L. DeGrave, Account Manager
William M. Griffin, Mid-Business Manager

17 Norh First Street » Gereva. iliinois 60134 « Phone (530; 232-8570 « Fax (630) 252-8381
v . shoceen.com
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April 13, 1999

vioocsioex 1n Sees2
Mr. John W. Rowe aesmcre 313518731
Chairman, President and Fax (305 128228
Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P.O. Box 767
Chicago, Illinois 60690-0767

Re: Sale of Generating Stations

Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major
generation provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater
Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there will be real
competition in Illinois.

We support the State’s efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric
generation customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to, alternative
generation providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic

growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of
ComEd’s fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly yours,

puIAN

James R. Organ -
Plant-Manager
Silgan Containers Manufacturing Corporation

cc: Mark Baldacei ComEd-Oakbrook
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Mr. John W. Rowe

Chalrman, President and Chlef Executive Officer
Commenweaith Edson Company

p. O.Box 767

Chicago, L 606500767

Dear Mr, Rawe:
" Re:  Sale of Generating Stations

it has come to our attention that ComEd s in the process of selling its foss-fueted
generating staticns. We believe that this sale, which will esablish another major
generation provider in Hlinots, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s effers
to bring about customer choica while providing reasonable assurance that refiabilily will be
mamtained. In yddition, by selling a large portion of its generating Gapadty, Comid is
sanding a strong signal to other potential providers that [t will nat seek to mamtain fts
historical pasition as the sole generation provider in the greater Chicago area. This wil
encourage additional potential providers that there will be real competition In Iffinots.

We support the State’s effarts to bring customer chaice and open access to electric
generation qsstomers in linols, We believe that choice of and access to attemative
genergton providers wil benefit businesses (n Bnois and will help promote economic
growth and develapmernt within the State. !t Is important, however, that reliabifity is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and, in our opinion,
reliability was a key ingredient In this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of
Comed's fossli-fueled generating statons.

Very truly vours,

!
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PHONES

2. 532 - 3500
8 - 594 - 1700

FAX

2. 532 - 7821

- 458 - 0108
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WeLrpBEND CORPORATION

8600 SOUTH HARLEM AVENUE ¢« ARGO, IL 80501-1930

April 3, 1999

Mr John W, Rowe

Chairman, President and

Chief Executive Officer
Commonwealth Edison Company
P. O. Box 767

Chicago. [L 60690-0767

RE: Sale of Generating Stations
Dear Mr. Rowe:

It has come to our attention that ComEd is in the process of selling its fossil-fueled
generating stations. We believe that this sale, which will establish another major
generation provider in Illinois, will promote competition and will enhance the State’s
efforts to bring about customer choice while providing reasonable assurance that
reliability will be maintained. In addition, by selling a large portion of its generating
capacity, ComEd is sending a strong signal to other potential providers that it will not
seek to maintain its historical position as the sole generation provider in the greater
Chicago area. This will encourage additional potential providers that there will be real
competition in Illinots.

We support the State's efforts to bring customer choice and open access to electric
generation customers in Illinois. We believe that choice of, and access to alternative
generation providers will benefit businesses in Illinois and will help promote economic
growth and development within the State. It is important, however, that reliability is
maintained during the transition to open access and customer choice, and in our opinion
reliability was a key ingredient in this agreement. Accordingly, we support the sale of
ComEd's fossil-fueled generating stations.

Very truly yours,

W'EKDBEND CORPORATION
- .‘& \
\
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ames J {Coulas, Sr.

Presicent
JJC:ss



